Chinese Journal of Health Policy, March 2012, Vol. 5 No. 3

- HITIRR -

DEFERENRTEMIMSIERENEF &
b R A LR AT A T R R

&R &R
. hEAFFEILALEFE TS IE
2. b B AF  dbE 100083

[# Z)REHELRBANTFLIESTAKMNKEG W, TAKRARREFNLEDS T AR EEFN
WELFTE, AXMET TREEZZRGZAKREZLENZOMSIERZ LN FI04F, A A s L3t T B
RABREQLB NN ELAKRRZALENEREZTO— L R PR, QIR F 6 LR B 69 235 AKX
NG B AL SRR TR F RCRAA R Tt R R IE A R Ao i w1 I AT AL T ik A

[ R4 ZAKR,; 25, MAER; KELLHT
b5 £5 . RI197 L#kARIRA:C  doi: 10.3969/]. issn. 1674-2982.2012.03.011

100191

Health system efficiency assessment: Conceptual framework and methods using data envelop-

ment analysis

CHENG Gang', QIAN Zhen-hua’

1. China Center for Health Development Studies, Peking University, Beijing 100191, China
2. Unuversity of Science and Technology Beijing , Beijing 100083, China

[ Abstract] The aim of health reform is to improve efficiency and equity, so that health system efficiency assess-
ment plays a significant role in the evaluation of health reform. This paper develops a more logical and applicable
conceptual framework and provides the main indicators for health system efficiency assessment. Then some methodo-
logical issues are discussed, including selection of model orientation and returns to scale, sample size and efficiency

by default, exogenous non-discretionary factors, ranking of efficiency, ratio and negative data.
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